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Revised and supplemented after 
review bv Kissinger .S eptember 8, 

' 1967”. 

August 17, 1967 - Pursuant to US G instructions, Henry Kissinger 

met for 5 hours with Messrs. Aubrac and Marcovich 
(hereinafter A and M) in Paris at the flatter s 
house. Kissinger repeated Washington's under- 
standing of M and A’ s conversations in Hanoi 
on July 24 and 25, and M and A confirmed these 
interpretations withthe already reported differenc 
between them that A thought that an end to bombin 
would be enough to start US/DRV talks, while M 
thought some secret communications between 
US and DRV might be necessary before talks 
started. Mr. Kissinger followed his instructions 
and handed A and M the message which he requested 
them to take to Hanoi. In answer to a question 
Kissinger stated that the message reflected the 
views of the Secretaries of State and Defense 
and' had been approved by President Johnson. 

During the discussion Kissinger made the 
following points : 

(1) The phrase "take advantage" refers to "any 
increase in the movement of men and supplies 
into the south"; 

(2) The phrase "productive" discussions indicatec 
the determination to avoid extended Korean-type 
negotiations during unabated military operations; 

(3) The bombing pause might make it impossible 
to keep the fact of negotiations secret for 
more than three weeks at the outside, though 
we could of course guarantee secrecy as to 
their substance. Therefore it might be desirable 
to conduct preliminary talks while tonnage, 
geographic or sort^ limitations or reductions 

in the bombing occurred, with a complete end 
of the bombing when final negotiations took 
ECLASS'RED place. But the choice of secret or open 

.! st” *3.5 talks was up to Hanoi; and 

^ 4 ) The decision to add new targets was made 
before information of A and M's Hanoi discussi.on 
had reached W£ suing ton and in r.nt -’.bsence of 
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meaningful negotiations the intensity of 
violence was likely to continue to rise. 

Debate of specific escalation was futile since 
the offer included stopping bombing all together. 

A and M suggested substituting another phrase 
for 'the word "if" , in the first sentence of 
the message. They said that they were persuaded 
that a trip to Hanoi would be useful and proceeds 
to discuss mechanics of travel. At the end 
of the conversation A and M asked whether some 
restriction would be placed on the bombing of 
Hanoi for reasons of personal safety and to 
show good faith. See Kissinger memcon. 

August 17, 1967 -.Kissinger, cabled the Department suggesting 
elimination of the word "if" in the first 
paragraph of the message and its replacement 
by "with the understanding that" and this 
authority was granted Paris 1997, 2017 and 
2034, 2074; State 2312 and 22969. Other minor 
changes in French text were agreed to in the 
same messages. 


August 17, 1967 - M and A requested an appointment with DRV Rep 
Sung, which was granted on 20 minutes notice. 
Sung was cordial and said he had been instructed 
to transmit messages' from A and M to Hanoi. 

When M and A requested visas for Hanoi, however , 
Sung said he had no instructions concerning 
visas and would refer the requests to Hanoi. 

August 18, 1967 - Mr. Kissinger met with M and A at M's house in 
the morning, and the latter reported on their 
meeting with Sung on the evening of August 17 . 
Kissinger told A and M that Washington accepted 
their language changeand.a further minor 
modification. was suggested. The rest of 
the conversation concerned technical problems of 
. visas, travel costs and A’s scheduled two-weeks 
leave. A code- was agreed to between Mr. Kissing* 
and A and M to cover certain likely requests 
for clarification or debriefing. A and M stated 
they had not talked to the Elysee or to 
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anyone else and Mr. Kissinger urged continuing . 
secrecy. 

August 18, 1967 - Mr. Kissinger met with M and A in the afternoon 

to introduce Mr. Chester Cooper in case he should 
have to pick up the contact in the future and 
to give a greater formality to the message. 

See Kissinger memcon. 

August 18, 1967 - M and A sent their first message to Hanoi 

requesting visas to travel to the DRV during the 
week of August 20. 

August 19, 1967 - Mr. Kissinger met Messrs M and A for the fourth 
time the morning of August 19 at the Pont Royal 
Hotel. Mr. Cooper was present part of the 
time. As instructed by Secretary McNamara 
Mr. Kissinger told M and A "that effective 
August 24 there would be a noticeable change- 
in the bombing pattern in the vicinity of 
Hanoi to guarantee their personal safety and as 
a token of our good will" . There was no mention 
of exact distances. Mr. Kissinger said these 
orders were "generally good for 10 days". When 
M and A. a skecf whether this was an ultimatum, 
Kissinger replied that we would hardly talk 
of an ultimatum when we had offered to end 
bombing a ]l together . 

August 19, 1967 - During the early evening of August 19 

Mr. Kissinger met again with Messrs. M and A at 
the Pont Royal Hotel. After further discussion 
between Mr. Kissinger and Secretary McNamara. 

Mr. Kissinger said that he wished to make 
clear that the restrictions on bombing in the 
immediate vicinity of Hanoi would end 
September 4.. M and A indicated that they were 
well impressed with US seriousness and considerec 
the US offer very meaningful.. They stated 
they thought it essential to take the text of 
the message to Hanoi themselves and present it 
with background information. They reviewed 
a cable which they had prepared to send to 
Hanoi through the DRV Mission in Paris if Hanoi 
rejected their visa applications or if n . ■> answer 
had bee" received by August 22. 
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August 21, 1967 - M phoned Kissinger in Paris. on the evening of 

August 21 to tell him of Hanoi's refusal of their 
visa application. Mr. Kissinger told them to 
pass the message which he had discussed with them 
on August 19 to Hanoi through the Paris DRV 
Mission if the answer to their first telegram 
remains negative. See Kissinger mem con. 

August 21, 1967 - Messrs. M and A gave the DRV Mission the second 
message urgently requesting visas to travel to 
Hanoi with an important message. See Kissinger ph 
conversations with Messrs M and A . 

August 22, 1967 - Mr. Cooper informed the Department that A and M 
got a turn down, on their initial visa request 
and had sent an urgent appeal by telegram. 

August 25. 1967 - Messrs A and M met with Bo in Paris to inquire 
why their visas had not been received. Bo 
told them it was too dangerous to visit Hanoi 
due to the bombing. M and A then informed Bo 
they had assurances in that respect, without 
identifying the nature of the assurances , which 
would be effective until September 4. 

Messrs M and A then presented the US message 
as set forth below to Bo for the first time. 

He read it with interest and observed that it 
was "clearly significant". Bo queried them 
about the- significance of para. 2 of the message. 
He was informed that it expressed US doubt that 
the existence of US /DRV discussions could be 
’ • • ‘ kept secret if bombing ended, and Bo recognized 
that this would be a problem. Bo was impressed 
and was told that the message was authorized by 
top levels of fhe USG. M and A gave Bo a 
written description of their contacts with 
Kissinger. Bo agreed to cable the message to 
Hanoi and to report their desires to visit Hanoi 
to discuss the message. Bo believed a reply 
should be available by August 29. 

The English text of the message given to Bo 
in both French and English is as follows: 
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' ' PrOTptly to Kostin discussions between reprefentatives of the Un 

States and the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam looking toward a 
resolution of the issues between them. While discussions proceed 
either with public knowledge or secretly, the United States 
would assume that the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam would not 

/ t ake advantage s f_ the bombing cessation. - ? Any such move on the 

/ part of the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam would obviously be 
inconsistent with the movement toward resolution of the issues 
l beweeen the United States and the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam 
\ which the discussions are intended to achieve. 

The United States is prepared to enter into discussions 
either openly or secretly. It would seem, however, that a 
total cessation of the bombing is inconsistent with keeping 
secret the fact that discussions are taking place. Accordingly, 
the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam may prefer to consider the 
alternative of a cutback in the magnitude or scope of the bombing 
while secret discussions are in progress. 

The United States is ready to have immediate private contact 
with the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam to explore the above 
approach or any suggestions the' Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam 
might wish to propose in the same direction." 

According to M and A^Bo's cable to Hanoi, after transmitting the 
above message in English and French texts, noted that texts°were 
confirmed by Cooper and that both Kissinger and Cooper had stated 
they were prepared at a very high level of the USG and approved by 
the President. A message sent to Hanoi also included the following 
points which had been made by Kissinger according to M and A: 

„ ^ T *} e ??, is handling this problem confidentially and requests 

Hanoi to do likewise; 

Th ! US is Particularly interested in the possibility that 
the DRV envisages direct secret discussions; 

(c) The attacks oSt the dikes were accidental ; 

- The US requested message to be brought to the attention of 

Pham Van Dong as soon as possible; 
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(e) The US is ready to submit the information in the message 
directly and secretly by special representative. Vientiane, Moscow 
or Paris were suggested as possible sites; and 

(f) The US would continue 'to utilize the Kissinger-A/M channel 
if Hanoi wished.. 

In addition, M and A said that the August 25 message stated that 
"for personal assurances of safety and to establish authenticity, 
bombing attacks in the immediate vicinity of Hanoi" would stop for 
ten days, beginning August 24. Finally, M and A urged that they 
be permitted to come to Hanoi as requested by Kissinger, to provide 
additional information. 
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August 29, 1967 - Bo told Messrs. M and A that he had not 
received a response but expected a reply 
on August 30-. 

August 30. 1967 '- Bo told M and A that there had been a "technical 
break in communications with Hanoi" but Bo 
expected a reply by COB August 30 and he 
assured M and A that their message was being 
taken very seriously. 


August 31. 1967 - Aubrac visited Bo, who told him that he still 
had no answer to the August 25 message, but he 
had heard from Hanoi rejecting M and A's August 21 
appeal of the turn down of their visa applications 
Bo stated that his government noted unfavorably 
that the receipt of the August 21 message coincide 
with the escalation of bombing of the North with 
Hanoi as its objective. Under these conditions 
it is impossible for the DRV to grant visas to 
permit M and A to carry the August 25 message to 
Hanoi. When Aubrac told Bo of his intent to 
return to Rome on September 2, Bo asked him to 
stay in Paris until September 5, particularly 
since M was out of town for a short while. 

September 1, 1967 - M returned to Paris. 

September 2, 1967- M and A visited Bo who repeated his comments' 
of August 31o A indicated that M!s return 
should permit A to leave for Rome on September 3 
but Bo asked him to stay until September 5 since 
a message from Hanoi could arrive at any time. 

Bo asked M to make sure that nothing "happened • 
to' Hanoi in the next few days." Bo said he 
would talk to M and A again on September 4. 

tOP SECR S T /NODIS fT C.^SYLVANIA 


COPY LW UWWRYl 


r 


\ 


I 

i 

I 


September 3, 



1967 - M and A saw Bo after receiving information 
from Mr. Kissinger that the bombing pattern 
around Hanoi would remain in effect three 
days longer. They told Bo that the bombing 
pattern around Hanoi was extended for another 
72 hours through September 7. Bo received 
this information "icily", but asked M and 
A again not to leave town because Bo still 
had not received an answer. 


September 4. 1967 - Bo told M and A that he still had no answer 

from Hanoi. Bo indicated that an answer would 
have been simple if it hadn't been for US • 
bombing actions on August 21, 22 and 23. Bo 
told M and A to come back on September 6. A 
told Bo. that he planned to go to Rome and Bo 
raised no objections. 

September 5, 1967 - Aubrac returned to Rome. 

September 6. 1967 - Bo told M he still had no answer and again 
referred to the fact that M and A's second 
cable urgently requesting visas arrived in 
Hanoi on a day when the city was hit particular] 
hard. 

September 7, 1967 - After conversations with Mr. Kissinger and A 
and a phone call from A with Bo, M called on 
Bo after receiving an appointment 15 minutes 
after it was requested. M told Bo the USG 
was "standing by - waiting for an answer". 

M said the atmosphere during the conversation 
was friendly and relaxed and Bo said several 
times that he hoped M and A's efforts would 
work out better than past efforts by others. 
When Bo was informed (incorrectly) that 
Kissinger would be in Paris on the weekend 
of September 16, Bo said on his own initiative 
that he would ask the. DRV immediately for 
authority to see Kissinger. When M said he 
did not know whether Kissinger would be author i; 
to see Bo and suggested that Bo might want to s< 
someone less close to the USG, such as Bernie 
Feld, Bo rejected the suggestion and said he 
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September 7, 1967 wanted to have authority to see Kissinger 
(coat'd) so that a direct conversation between Bo 

and Kissinger would be possible. Bo said 
he still had no answer from the DRV to the 
USG 'message. Bo again cautioned "strictest 
secrecy" regarding the contact and M gave him 
this assurance. 

When M told Kissinger of the preceding 
conversation, Kissinger asked M to call 
Bo to inform him that Kissinger would be 
in Paris on September 9 to correct the 
information he had given him earlier. M 
reported .back that he had called Bo later 
on the afternoon of September 7 to correct 
the dates of Kissinger’s Paris visit. 

September 7-8. 1967 - Kissi nger came to Washington to discuss 
his meeting with M this coming' weekend at 
Paris and possible meetings with Bo, 

Hr. Kissinger left Boston on evening flight 
for Paris on September 8. 

At 11:00 a.m.- EDT on September 8, Kissinger 
phoned A in Rome from Washington to ask A to 
return to Paris while K was there. 


September 8 


M visited Bo and .told Bo of Kissinger's request 
.today that A return to Paris. M told Bo that. 

A and M vouched for K, but if Bo wanted 
additional reassurances Millienshikov (Vice 
Chairman of the Soviet Academy of Science and 
President of the Supreme Soviet of the 
Russian Soviet Republic) could come to Paris 
to verify the origin pf the mission. Bo 
rejected this proposal and said the existing 
M/A-K channel was satisfactory. Bo cautioned- 
about the great need for secrecy. In response 
to Bo's question, H said K planned to be in 
Paris for ab.out 10 days. Bo said if there- were 


gg/KOP IS /PENNSYLVANIA 


copy Lfw uwHfev' 


/ 


( ( 

TOP -& £ G REri b- / MODIS / PENNSYLVANIA 

- 10 - 

Sspt ember 8. 1967 - no bombing of Hanoi "something could well 

(Cont'd) happen" during that period (Paris 3070). 

September 9. 1967 - Kissinger arrived in Paris in the morning, 
just before Aubrac who returned from Rome 
at. K's request. After a conversation between 
K, M and A (Paris 3070) A called Bo to 
arrange an appointment for A and M, which was 
set for 4:00 p.m. Paris time. At the meeting 
with Bo, the latter told A and M he had been 
instructed by Hanoi to keep in close touch 
with A and M, and Bo was available to A and 
M at any time.. M told Bo that Kissinger had 
been in touch with senior USG officials, 
later identified as the President, Secretary 
Rusk, and Secretary McNamara, who were "growing 
impatient with the absence of any response fr* 
Hanoi". Bo asked if Walt Rostow had cleared 
the message and A and M had not heard his 
name mentioned by Kissinger. M reported that 
Washington did not know whether the (August 23 
message had ever been received in Hanoi. To 
this. Bo replied that his government accepted 
the message as "absolutely authentic" and "it 
was being studied now in the light of develop!, 
conditions". Bo added that A and M must 
recognize the DRV situation is quite complex. 

M urged Bo to meet. Kissinger and Bo replied 
that he had not yet received authorization to 
talk to Kissinger, but that he was in effect 
talking to Kissinger now through A and M. In 
response to a question, A told Bo that Kis singe 
had indicated a desire to discuss some matters 
with Bo privately without the presence of A 
and M, and A recommended a private meeting, 
although M urged that M and A be present. Bo 

- MR SF.CRET/NODIS /PENNSYLVANIA 


COPY LB d URCKfl 


-S9F- SECR ET/NODIS /PENNSYLVANIA 


( 


- 11 - 

September 9, 1967 ’ - was noncommittal but said if a meeting 
(Cont'd) with Kissinger was arranged through any 

other channel he would let M and A know. 

Bo then said "what I really want to know 
is whether the (August 25) message is still 
valid". A and M assured him that it was but 
repeated Kissinger's statement about US 
restiveness with respect to the long delay 
in Hanoi's response. M and A told Bo 
they were personally convinced by Kissinger 
that the August 21-23 bombings were un- 
related to the August 25 message. Bo asked 
shone the "McNamara line" (barrier) and said 
•Hanoi viewed it as "political action to make 
the separation of brothers permanent". M viewe 
. it as "an alternative to bombing". Bo hoped 

A would not return to Rome and again stressed 
secrecy. (After checking with K, A re- 
turned--to Rome to be on call.) 

September 11, 1967 - In response to a phone request from Bo at 

6:00 p.m. (Paris time), Sunday, September 10, 
Marcovich called on Bo at 9:30 a.m. After 
an exchange of pleasantries Bo handed to M the 
following text, of Hanoi's official reply to the 
August 25 message: 

"The essence of the American propositions 
is the stopping of the bombing under conditions 
.The American bombing of the Democratic Republic 
of Viet-Nam is illegal. The United States 
should put an end to the bombing and cannot pos 
conditions. 

"The American message has been communicated 
after an escalation of the attacks against Hano 
and under the threat (menance) of continuation 
of the attacks against Hanoi. It is clear 
that this constitutes an ultimatum to the 
Vietnamese people. 
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September 11, 1967 - ■ "The Government of the Democratic 

(Cont'd) Republic of Viet -Nam energetically reje.cc. 

the American propositions. 

"The position of the Government of the 
Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam is that 
United States should cease definitely a. 
without conditions the bombing and all 
other acts of war against the Democrat' 
Republic of Viet-Nam. It should withe 
American troops and satellites from £■. 
Viet-Nam, recognize the National Liber 
Front of South Viet-Nam and let the 
Vietnamese people themselves- regulate 
internal affairs. It is only after the un- 
conditional stopping by the United Stat 
. the bombing and all other acts of war ag 

the Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam, ths 
would be possible to engage in conversae. 

(unofficial translation) 

Bo told M to give the text to Kissinger , 
added that. "as soon as there is a reply" 
should communicate with Bo at any time o : 
or night. When M urged Bo to meet Kissir 
Bo said "give the message' to Kissinger a. 
when the reply is here we shall see abo-j . 
meeting". In commenting on the text of . 
DRV message Bo made the following stater.. 1 

"The bombing of Hanoi at the same time 
sending of the (August 21) message const:', 
a pressure. Stopping of the bombing alor 
the threat of a renewal has the character 
ultimatum." (Paris 3097). 
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_S_ept ember 13, 1967 - M met for 35 minutes with Bo on short 
notice at noon. Pursuant to revised 
Departmental instructions to Kissinger 
(State 35967 and 36554) which K discussed 
with M in part at breakfast on September 13 
(Paris 3242) , M handed Bo the following 
message from K in a sealed envelope: 

"I have a reply from the USG to the 
Hanoi message which was received on Monday 
(September 11). I have also been given 
a commentary on this message. Because of 
the importance of the United States reply and 
because the commentary refers to other 
discussions with Hanoi which we have promised 
not to reveal I have been instructed to deliver 
it personally. I am available for a meeting at 
any time and any place which is convenient 
to Mr. Mai Van Bo." 

Bo asked M whether he had seen the message 
from K. M said he had not, and Bo did not 
show the message to M. In response to M's 
urging that Bo- see K, Bo said "because of 
the continued threat of bombing Hanoi which 
has the character of an ultimatum, a direct 
meeting with Kissinger cannot take place." 

M asked what assurances Hanoi wanted. Bo 
replied that this was a US problem. M asked 
whether contacts through the M/A channel 
should continue and Bo replied "definitely 
yes. We consider that we wish to continue 
talking through this channel." Bo said he 
would accept any communication open or 
sealed through this channel, specifically 
including any such message from Kissinger. 

Bo ‘‘reiterated "We 

want to keep this channel open". In reply to 
a question Bo said that as long as M was in 
Paris he saw no need for A to return from Rome. 
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Bo then turned to the (September 11) bombing 
of Haiphong. He said that bombing within 
one kilometer of the center of town in effect 
meant attacking populated areas. He did not 
establish any relationship between the bombing 
of Haiphong and the sending of any message in 
the M/A channel. Bo emphasized to M Pham Van 
Dong's view that the DRV would continue 
fighting no matter how badly it was bombed - 

I even if Hanoi was totally destroyed. He 

referred M to the Schoenbrun September 10 
television program as evidence of Hanoi's 
determination to continue fighting (Paris 3288 
and 3257). 

September 14, 1967 - M saw Bo at noon<> In accordance with in- 
| structions to Kissinger (State 36927 approving 

| Paris 3257) which Kissinger discussed with him 

I on the morning of September 14 (Paris 3329), M 

| ■ handed Bo the following message from K in a 

| sealed envelope: 

( "Hanoi's attitude with respect to the 

kind of restraint we have employed in this 
I channel is baffling • . If we bomb near Hanoi 

I we are accused of bringing pressure. If we 

I voluntarily and without any suggestion from 

I Hanoi impose a restraint on our actions and 

I keep this up without time limit we are accused 

I of an ultimatum. In fact, the American proposal 

I contained neither threats nor conditions and 

| should not be rejected on these grounds". 

( Bo did not open it but said he would study it 

later. He asked whether it contained the 
* ■ principal message, and M said K had asked for 

I instructions about whether the principal 

I message could be transmitted through A and M. 

I Bo ask^d whether M was sure there was a message 

I and B^said he was certain there was and that 

I K would receive instructions soon. M then read 

1 to Bo from his handwritten notes containing 

1 the following official explanation: 
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"The enclosed paper contains Washington's 
view about the significance of the restraint 
in the Hanoi area and the unconditional 
nature of our message of August 25." 

M then gave Bo Kissinger's "personal" 
explanation as follows: 

"The enclosed declaration in my judgment 
erases the possibility of any charge that we 
are proceeding by ultimatum." 

Then as arranged with Kissinger (Paris 3329), 

M gave Bo the following "official" comment 
from Kissinger: 

"Washington does not consider the attacks 
of September 11 as escalation. The attacks 
closest to the center of Haiphong were in an 
area which had been attacked three times 
previously, most recently on June 26. 

Mr. Kissinger is prepared to give more detailed 
clarifications". 

M then added Kissinger's "personal" comment: 

:'( A ) Bo should remember that the number 
of officials aware of the current exchange of 
views is very small. This makes it very 
difficult to reverse decisions taken prior 
repeat prior to the decision to send the 
message of August 25 and maintain secrecy. 

(B) It seems more useful to seek a solution 
to the present situation than to debate about 
how we got there. Hanoi should remember that 
the U.S. message of August 25 offered to end 
the bombing and all other acts of war against the 
DRV in circumstances which the United States 
Government considers not to involve conditions 
but which rather repeat statements made by Hanoi. 
If Bo wants clarification, I stand ready to 
give it." 
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M also gave Bo Kissinger's concluding 
"personal" comment: 

"The present exchanges can be useful if 
they enable both sides to gain a clearer 
understanding of the issues before them. I 
must point out, however, the concern expressed 
to me by high officials in Washington that too 
often these communications are one-way streets." 

M agreed to Bo's request that he leave his 
notes containing the above comments for Bo 
to study and Bo would return them on the 
morning of September 15. 

M mentioned that at some point the Elysee would 
have to be informed but Bo replied "The fewer 
people know about this the better." M again 
said he hoped Bo and Kissinger would be in 
direct contact soon (Paris 3383? .3329 ; and 
(French text) - 3415). 

Kissinger met for about two hours with M and A, 
immediately after A's return from Rome on the 
morning of September 16. K told M and A he was 
authorized,- to give them the sealed message from 
Washington for delivery later in the day to Bo 
and turned over the message to them. K 
cautioned M and A not to tie the continuation 
of their channel to K's presence in Paris but 
suggested that they ask Bo about Bo's views on 
how to continue the channel thereafter. K 
reminded M and A that the US is prepared to talk 
on an official level at any mutually convenient 
place. M and A indicated their \iilingness to 
continue on the present basis and reluctantly 
agreed to hand sealed envelopes for delivery to 
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Kissinger to an Embassy officer (later 
specified as Wallner) after K left Paris, . 
although they indicated a preference for 
communicating with K by ordinary mail or 
telephone., 

K urged M and A not to permit Bo to gain 
any mis impress ion that he had a future 
assurance from the USG against bombing in 
the Hanoi area and M and A promised to leave 
no ambiguity on this point. Kissinger asked 
M and A to make the points with Bo that (a) the 
US has consistently attempted to phrase its 
proposals in conciliatory and realistic 
language, but the replies from Hanoi have 
not been responsive and have not addressed 
key elements of the US proposals; and (b) the 
failure of Hanoi to deal with US proposals 
and the interjection of outside elements, such 
as specific military actions, have raised 
doubts in the minds of US officials about the 
willingness of Hanoi to enter into productive 
discussions (Paris 3492). 

September 16, 1967 - M and A met with Bo for over an hour, starting 
at noon. A, x<ho did most of the talking at the 
meeting with Bo and kept the notes , reported 
on the meeting. Bo greeted A and M affably and 
offered them drinks. Bo said Ho had charged 
him with inquiring about the health of A's 
family. A then handed to Bo in a sealed 
envelope French and English texts of the 
following US message: 

September 13. 1967 

"The USG believes that the September 11 
message from the DRV may be based on a mis- 
understanding of the American proposal of 
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August 25. The American proposal contained 
neither conditions nor threats and should 
not be rejected on these grounds. 

"it has been the understanding of the 
USG that the DRV would be willing promptly 
to engage in productive discussions leading to 
peace when there was a cessation of aerial and 
naval bombardment. The USG sought to confirm 
this fact in its' proposal which the DRV has in 
.front of it. 

"As a demonstration of its good faith and 
in order to create the best atmosphere for 
the consideration of its proposal the US 
voluntarily undertook not to bomb Hanoi from 
August 25 onward - the day on which its proposal 
was submitted to Hanoi. This restraint has been 
maintained without time limit even though 
activities by opposing forces in the south have 
in fact been stepped up since August 25. 

"The August 25 proposal of the USG remains 
open. " (END OF MESSAGE) 

A told Bo he did not know the content of the 
message but described it as "conciliatory", 
a word which Bo made him write down. Bo did 
not open the envelope in M and A's presence. 

A asked Bo about the significance of the AFP 
September 14 Hanoi story (State 38031), quoting 
"reliable sources" as indicating that talks would 
start three or four weeks after a bombing 
cessation, and A showed Bo Paris press stories 
based on the AFP report. Bo replied that the 
three-to four-week interval between the end 
of bombing and the beginning of negotiations 
was "an invention of journalists". He noted 
that Pham Van Dong's statement had given no 
ground for the time period mentioned in the 
newspapers . 
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A asked Bo whether there was any utility 
in the continuation of the M and A channel 
and wondered whether they should now 
withdraw. Bo replied that M and A had been 
received as friends and they were "not at 
the end of the tether" because of the 
continued validity of the channel. Bo 
said: "We trust you and you trust Kissinger. 

What you have been doing is useful . . . You 
see you have produced results. There was a 
message to us from the USG which we 
accepted,, We replied, to be sure, negatively. 
This week we have had two brief communications 
and today a formal message, so you are being 
useful." Bo again referred back to the fact 
that their visa request had been turned down 
because it had been made concurrent with the 
bombardment of Hanoi and to have let them come 
to Hanoi at that time "would have discredited 
us and ultimately you". 

M again urged Bo to see K, and Bo asked a 
number of questions about K’s plans for the 
coming week. When M suggested he could 
arrange coffee for K and Bo at a private 
residence, Bo said "Let me think about how 
best to arrange a meeting and I will let you 
know. I will call you as I called you last 
week. " 

When M mentioned reporting to the Elysee if 
the present effort failed, Bo said again that 
the M and A channel is "not at the end of its 
usefulness. I see no need to bring anyone 
else in. Complicated matters may take some 
time to mature and become more complicated if 
too many people intervene." 

When M asked whether Dzu, runner-up in the 
SVN Presidential campaign, would be acceptable 
to the NLF in a more broadly based government. 
Bo said that Dzu was a "heel", however, and 
there were many reasonable people in the south, 
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in eluding high-ranking military officers." 
When A asked about Thieu, Bo replied that he 
did not understand a man who got himself 
elected "on the basis of inviting foreigners 
to bomb his compatriats", but A was struck 
by the relative mildness of his comment. 

1 When asked about the political situation in 

| ' the US, M and A said that the main lines of 

j American foreign policy would not change no 

I matter who won in 1968, unless it was Reagan - 

l in which case "there would be a greater 

| possibility of escalation than of peace 

f overtures." Bo seemed surprised., 

| Bo returned M's handwritten notes of a meeting 

| of September 14 and said they had been useful 

| but he had. studied them sufficiently. 

(Paris 3501) 
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September 18. 


Aubrac called on Bo for five minutes 
on the way to the airport on the 
morning of September 18. (A is leaving 
for Rome and will be back on September 20.) 

At K's request, A told Bo that Hanoi's 
response need not be confined to any one 
particular channel. A suggested the 
following possibilities: (a) a personal 

meeting between Bo and K; (b) a message 
in a sealed envelope via A and M to K; 

(c) an open message via A and M,as Hanoi's 
note of September 11; (d) a message to be 
given to a US official in Paris or elsewhere; 
(e) any other channel that seemed appropriate 
to Hanoi. Bo replied: "There will be (sic) 

answer. Things may seem to move slowly. 

In fact, they are moving at their 'normal' 
speed for exchanges of this kind". (Paris 
3536) 


September 20. 1967 - George Brown received message dated September 19 

from Secretary Rusk informing him of the texts 
of the US messages of August 25 and September 13 
and the DRV message of September 11. Brown will 
pass on information to Prime Minister Wilson 
only. (State 39656; London 2126) 


September 20, 


A returned to Paris from Rome and phoned Bo 
to suggest jokingly that Bo have dinner with 
K. Bo laughed and said he was still without 
instructions. (Paris 3765) 


September 21, 1967 - A and M met with Bo for an hour -and- a -half 

starting at noon. M read to Bo the following 
message from K, which he left with Bo at Bo's 
request: 

"I am leaving Friday evening to give 
a speech in Hannover Sunday. I plan 
to return to the US on Sunday. If before 
Saturday evening you know that there will 
be a reply from Hanoi either Sunday or 
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Monday, please inform M and I shall 
return via Paris . 

"Washington is still standing by 

| for an answer to its message of 

' September 13. 

"We have noted your interest in the 
A & M channel and we are ready to 
continue it. 

"I remain available at Cambridge 
to receive message either directly 
or through A & M. If desirable, I 
could come to Paris to receive messages 
| directly or through A & M either in 

I sealed envelope or openly. 

| 

| "Alternatively, Washington is ready 

| to send an official to receive any 

| message either directly or through ' 

| A & M in- a sealed envelope or not." 

i 

I In response to a question M told Bo that 

i the text of the message had been agreed 

by K. Bo replied, according to A's notes: 

"This channel is very convenient for us . 

I I have a reply before Saturday evening 

I (9/21) I shall call you (M) . I shall also 

I be in touch with you afterwards as soon as 

| I hear something but you should be aware of 

1 the mood Hanoi has expressed in our Foreign 

: Ministry statement of September 19". (Ed.: 

| the DRV ForMin statement was a detailed 

» complaint about US bombing in the area 

| immediately above the 17th parallel.) Bo 

I also mentioned the bombardment of Haiphong, 

\ b ut briefly and without conviction according 

* to A. 

I 
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When M urged Bo to see K, Bo replied that 
he could see private Americans at his 
discretion, but he could not see any 
American who spoke for the USG or reported 
directly to the USG without Hanoi authori- 
zation, which he had not received. 

Bo added that Hanoi is reluctant to talk 
under duress with any officially connected 
American. Bo said "the Americans are playing a 
double game— on the one hand they are offering 
us peace; on the other they increase their 
bombing." At the same time Bo repeated his 
desire to keep the Pennsylvania channel open 
and said "he will accept a communication at 
any time. He will be in touch as soon as 
he has anything to say... we want you (A and M) 
and Kissinger to continue." 

M showed Bo the text of the draft report 
(Paris 3804) he intended to give the Elysee 
if the channel failed or was publicized and 
told Bo of K's desire to delete the text of 
the US and DRV messages; a point which Bo 
agreed upon. Bo said if the reprt was given 
to the Elysee, it should be made clear that 
it was not done at Bo's request or instigation. 
(Paris 3803; Paris 3765) 

September 22, 1967 - M saw Bo and gave him the following message: 

"Washington is still waiting for an 
answer to its message of SeptemDer' 13. 

The offer of August 25 as further explained 
in the message of September 13, remains 
open. At present Washington has nothing 
further tosay." (Paris 3908) 

When M delivered this note, Bo saw him only 
briefly because he was tied up with Columnist 
Joe Kraft. Bo said that he still had no 
instructions and if he had something he would 
get back in touch with M. (Kissinger/Read 
9/24 telecon) 
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September 23, 1967 


Bo called M at 1300 and asked M to come over, 
M met with Bo for more than an hour starting 
at 1800. Bo read the following message to 
M, which M took down in his own notes aad 
read back to Bo to check for accuracy: 


"l. The whole world knows that the US has 
pursued a constant policy of escalation 
against North Vietnam. 

"2. After Hanoi was bombed, US planes hit 
Campha and Haiphong. As regards 
Haiphong, US planes have bombed it 
several times in a row and very violently 
attacked the DMZ and Vinh Linh Province. 

M 3. As a result every one agrees that 
the bombing has been intensified in recent 
weeks . 

“4. Washington's explanation about the 
bombing of Haiphong cannot' be received. 

"5. These are the circumstances under 
which you have suggested contacts with 
Kissinger. I accept your expression 
of confidence in Kissinger, but at the 
moment when US is increasing its es- 
calation, it was not possible for me 
to see him. 

"6. Turning to more general topics, 

I have spoken to you of the two-faced 
policy of the US . 

"7. What has happened has confirmed me 
in that opinion > for the attitude of the 
US exhibits all kinds of contradictions . 

It is possible to highlight this by a 
few examples : 

(a) Together with the message of 
August 25, Kissinger has let me 
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know through you as intermediaries 
that the US has stopped bombing of 
Hanoi for 10 days; then for 72 hours, 
and now the US tells us that the 
bombing of Hanoi is suspended without 
time limit. What do you think of 
the assertion that the USG of its own 
free will has suspended the bombing 
without setting a time limit? 

(b) In fact what has happened is the 
stopping of bombing of Hanoi but the 
intensification of bombing elsewhere 
as in Campha, Haiphong and Vinh Linh 
Province, where the bombing has the 
character of extermination and systematic 
destruction. 

(c) To say that by stopping of bombing 
of Hanoi the US has wanted to create 
better atmosphere is not true. 

”8. With- respect to the August 25 message, tl 
essence of the US position is to offer to 
stop bombing with conditions. In a message 
delivered by sealed envelope the US has 
replied that the offer is without conditions 
while asserting that the message of 
August 25 is still valid. 

"9. As far as you and A are concerned, I 
have received you any time you have requeste< 
I listen to you. I accept messages from you 
I transmit them. I report fully to Hanoi. 

I call you when I have something to say. 

I believe that this demonstrates our good wi'. 
sufficiently. However, as I have pointed 
out earlier, we have no illusions about 
American policy. What do you think of all 
this?" (end of message) 
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When Bo asked M for his reactions, M said that: 

(a) M would state his own personal view that 
each US message had been accompanied by 
deescalation. With respect to Haiphong, M said 
he knew only what K had told him, which was 

confirmed by the press reports--that US attacks 
had concentrated on communication links, not on 
systematifi e ^ t £> l f c tii < ir i town itself. Nevertheless, 

M agreed that American actions had made discussior 
more complicated. 

(b) M thought that the US suspension of 
bombing of Hanoi, first for ten days, then 
72 hours, then without time limit, reflected 
contradictions in American approach to the 
channel . 

(c) M asked whether a reversion by the US to 
the "level of bombing in early August" would 
permit initiation of discussions . On the last 
point Bo replied that his Prime Minister had 
"already answered that question". 

Finally, M asked Bo to ascertain from Hanoi whethe 
M and A had correctly understood Pham Van Dong's 
remark to M and A in July, which M read to Bo frot 
A's notes. (The portion of the exchange is found 
on pages 12-13 anu 16 of the Kissinger -memorandum 
...o.f .August 1, 1967 ' in which 

Dong is reported to have indicated that delay 
following a de facto cessation would not be a 
problem- and that talks should be conducted by 
persons authorized by both sides.) Bo said that 
bong's reported statements to A and M, differed frc 
the public position-- of his government?, / c Bo would 
send the exchange to Hanoi to ask if it were a 
true representation or Dong's position. 

Bo again enjoined them to use greatest secrecy. 
(Source: Kissinger/Read 9/24 telecon) 
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September 25, 1967 - 


M called on Bo at 8:30 a.m. and read to Bo the 
following five point message from Kissinger: 


"(1) I will transmit to the appropriate 
Wasnington officials later today the message 
you (Bo) gave M yesterday. (2) I see no point 
in trading charges and countercharges about . 
past activities. In fact Washington ha s offer 
to stop bombing based on the assumption it 
would lead to prompt, productive talks. That 
offer remains open. It was made sincerely. 

If accepted, there will be no need to discuss 
escalation or bombing problems. (3) The 
exchange indicates that Washington and Hanoi 
have great difficulty understanding each 
other's thought processes. This makes direct 
US/DRV contact essential. Intermediaries, no 
matter how trustworthy, are not satisfactory 
substitutes. (4) American military actions 
during the past month reflect in part the 
extreme secrecy with which Washington has 
handled this exchange. The USG has considered 
it unwise to change decisions made prior to th 
report of M and A's trip to Hanoi, except in 
regard to bombing Hanoi itself, because it 
wanted to keep the circle of awareness of this 
exchange as small as possible to avoid prematu 
public debate. (5) The difference in the posi- 
tions of the two governments could be summariz 
as follows: Washington has indicated its 
readiness to stop bombing and has only asxed 
to confirm its understanding ot Hanoi's 
view that this would lead promptly to pro- 
ductive negotiations . Hanoi has implied that 
an end of bombing would in fact have this resu 
If this is indeed the view or both governments 
the remaining obstacles to direct talks can be 
overcome. I am certain that the above correct 
reflects US views. Could Bo confirm that it 
also reflects the view of Hanoi." 

M said Bo's response to the foregoing message 

was favorable. M then questioned Bo about 
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what Bo had meant in their conversation of 
September 23 when Bo had said that his Prime 
Minister had already answered M's question 
about whether US/DRV talks would be possible 
if the US cut back; to the level of bombing 
of early August. Bo replied that the DRV 
Prime Minister had made clear publicly that 
there could be no formal discussions between 
the US and the DRV as long as any level of 
bombing continued in the North. Bo added, 
however, that preliminary discussions between 
Bo and Kissinger might not fall under such 
prohibition, and Bo said that he would let 
M know in a few days whether such preliminary 
discussions would be possible. 

(Source: Kissinger /Read 9/25 telecon) 

September 30, 1967 - M and A called on Bo at 9:00 a.m. on September 30 
and spent two hours with him. The atmosphere 
was friendly and cordial throughout and Bo gave 
them tea. 

M ana A told Bo that they had been in touch with 
K, and K had had further discussions with his. 
Washington friends. M and A noted 'that K and the 
USG had put a proposal and questions to the DRV 
through the Bo channel .to which there had been 
no substantive responses. The US August 25th 
offer witnout conditions remained open. M and 
A noted that K's Washington friends were 
intessted in learning whether Bo had received 
an answer to the point Bo had raised on September 
about the possibility of "preliminary discussions 

Bo replied that he had an answer to the latter 
point. Bo said that he could not. talk directly 
to a US validated individual even in a preliminar 
way because "too much had happened since July." 

(M and A got the impression from Bo tna't he 
feared that "preliminary discussions" would simpl 
be a ruse on our part to get into substantive tal 
with the DRV while the bombing continued.) 
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When Bo referred again to the "conditions" 
contained in the US position, M and A asked 
him to point out what conditions he was 
referring to. Bo said in the first paragraph 
of the US August 25 proposal the words "with 
the understanding that" really amounted to a 
condition on our part, as did tne words 
"productive" and "prompt". He indicated there 
were other complications with the proposal. 

M and A referred to the forthcoming sentences 
in President Johnson's September 29 speech which 
repeated. US willingness to stop the bombing 
"when this will lead promptly to productive 
discuss ions "on the assumption tnat the DRV would 
"not take advantage of the bombing cessation 
or limitation" during the discussions. Bo said 
he had not had a chance to study the President's 
speech, but he was glad that they had brought thi 
portion of the speech to his attention, because 
the French press headlines made the US position 
sound conditional. 

They discussed the Viet-Nam statements in the 
U.N. debate to date, and Bo said the DRV was 
highly displeased with George Brown's speech 
but pleased with the French and Canadian stacemer. 
in New York. Bo added jocularly that he 
"claimed some credit" for the French position. 
Since' M and A did not know the content of the 
French or Canadian positions and Bo did not 
elaborate, there was no discussion about what 
features of the GOC or GOF positions Bo was 
referring to. 

Bo expressed the thought that the"present politic 
trend" in the US was favorable to • the DRV. 

At one stage of the discussion M and A- found the 
opportunity to underscore the point that the US 
had made no commitments regarding its future 
actions . 
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I A asked whether Bo had received an answer to the 

September 23 inquiry regarding the accuracy of 
A’s notes of his discussion in Hanoi with Pham 
Van Dong on the point that there would be "no 
question of a delay" between the end of bombing 
and talks both sides "knew how to meet each 
other." A again vouched for the care and accurac 
of the notes of his conversation with Dong. Bo 
said he had not had an answer to this inquiry 
which he had made on September 23, but he 
expected an answer early next week. Bo did say 
that if tnere was a halt in the bombing "Kissinge 
should put on his hat and come to Paris immediate 
| ly„" When A and M asked for clarification of the 

| conflicting reports of the DRV position regarding 

| the delay between a bombing halt and talks as 

| reflected in September 26 AFP column and a 

| September 28 Le Monde article. Bo said he hoped 

| . that the answer he would get from Hanoi to the 

!■ question regarding the Dong/M and A July exchange 

| would- clarify this issue. 

■ 5 M and Bo arranged to meet again on Wednesday, 

October 4. Bo repeated the point he had made 
before: he was available at any time to M and A 

to talk to them, meet with them, discuss matters 
with them, and report to Hanoi on their dis- 
cussions. He said he would advise them as soon 
as he had received anything from his government. 

October 2, 1967 - On his own initiative M went to see Bo on the 

afternoon of October 2 and spent an hour and a 
half with him. M said that he had sought the 
appointment to pass on information received 
from K that morning that indicated growing 
impatience in Washington and the feeling on the 
part of K's Washington colleagues that they had 
received almost nothing from Hanoi through the 
M and A channel. It was decided that a message 
should be sent to Kissinger, and M stated that 
he took elaborate notes on which to base the 
message, which was put together in final form 
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by M following the meeting and after a flight 
to Rome x^here he discussed the message in 
detail with AfromBome they mailed it by 
special delivery air-post to Kissinger in 
Boston late on October 2. The text of the 
note received by Kissinger follows: 

"The position of the RDVN remains alx^ays 
the same. If the United States really 
wished to talk, let them stop first x<?ithout 
... . conditions the bombardment of the territory 
of the RDVNo 

"Starting from that position there are 
several eventualities : 

(a) A public declaration by the Government 
of the United States about the cessation. 
This declaration could take place either 
before or after the cessation, 

(b) An official declaration but non-public 
preceding the cessation of the bombardment 
This declaration could be communicated by 
the channel K/A-M (officieusement)-not 
quite officially, and after, this indication 
it can be transmitted officially by an 
accredited person. 

(c) An end of bombardment without precedii 
. official declaration followed by an officii 

but not public communication of the Govern- 
ment of the- United States. 

"Eventuality (a) would represent' a public 
declaration replying to that made on the 28tl 
of January by M, Trinh, Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of the RDVN, which constitutes a 
solemn engagement to talx. after the uncon- 
ditional end of bombing. This public declar; 
tion would be followed by the transmission o: 
an official text by an accredited person. 
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"Eventualities (b) and (c) reflect the 
propositions of M and A as they result from 
their understanding of their conversation 
in July in Hanoi with the Prime Minister. 

A confirmation is expected soon," (End of 
message) 

As explained by letter from M, point (a) in the 
above message was written entirely by Bo as well 
as the preamble. Points (b) and (c) were written 
on M's suggestion but practically controlled ana 
re-read phrase by phrase by Bo. The point about 
the non-public declaration was also discussed 
at length, M and Bo also discussed the word 
"officieuse" and agreed that it was a term 
applying to -a person mandated by the Government 
of the United States, According to M , Bo 
said "on several occasions" that Trinh's 
February 28 speech constituted a "solemn engage- 
ment" by the DRVbefbie world opinion, and a public 
declaration by the US would be a reply having th 
same character of commitment. 

Bo told M to be sure to report to Bo immediately 
by phone what Kissinger's reactions to the mes- 
sage were. (Sources: M's October 2 letter to 
K; Kissinger/Read 10/4, 1 p.m, , telecon.) 

At K's request M took the "message" received in 
the mail by Kissinger to Bo on the afternoon 
of October 4 to seek confirmation of paragraph 
(b) . Bo read the document and then said. that 
he had still no t received word from Hanoi about 
the accuracy of M and A's understanding of his 
July talk with Pham Van Dong, so Bo- could not 
comment at this time on the formulation of 
eventualities (b) and (c), 
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October 4, 1967 Clater 


October 4, 1967 (late - 


Bo did confirm the accuracy of the opening 
paragraph of the communication, the formulation 
of eventuality (a) and the paragraph of 
description of eventuality (a) , except Bo said 
he had not used the words "solemn engagement" . 

M took strong exception with Bo, saying that 
M's own notes and clear recollection of their 
October 3 conversation on this point were very 
clear o M said to Bo that if he (M) was capable 
of such mi sunder standing M’s usefulness was at 
an end. Bo energetically denied that M's utilit 
was at an end and expressed the view that the 
channel was of definite continuing utility. Bo 
and M discussed what phrase should be used in 
place of "solemn engagement" without reaching 
a firm conclusion. (Source: Kissinger /Read 10/4 

1:00 p.m. telecon) 

After a full discussion with K, M. called Bo 
to say that K’s reaction to the last M/Bo 
conversation was that Bo's backing away from, 
the phrase "solemn engagement" would be viewed 
in Washington as a serious substantive change. 

He also passed on K's view that it would have 
been better to receive no communication then 
one in which a key point had been retracted. 

Bo instructed M to come over and see Bo 
immediately. (Sourc^.: . Kissinger /Read 10/4, 

4:00 p.m., telecon) 

M visited Bo and spent an hour and a half with 
him at approximately 2230-2400 Paris time. M 
told Bo of K's views of the serious reactions 
in Washington to the change of the text which 
K had received this morning, and he asked Bo 
to review that text again with him. Again 
Bo confirmed the accuracy of the opening 
paragraph of the earlier text and the accuracy 
of the statement of the first eventuality ("A 
public declaration by the Government of the 
United States about the cessation. This 
declaration could take place either before 
or after the cessation.") Bo said since he 
had not heard from Hanoi about the M and A 
conversation there in July, he could not 
comment on the other two eventualities which 
were mentioned in the message K received this 
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I morning . Bo would not discuss further 

his renegging on the words "solemn 
engagement" or the paragraph in which 
those words appear.. 

Bo then said that he wanted M to send a 
message to K which would come as close as 
possible to eventuality (b) in the communi- 
cation K received in the mail. M wrote out 
the text in French and read it through with 
Bo three times to assure its accuracy. M 
j; also did an English translation for Bo. 

| 

| Message franM to K: 

I "After having discussed with Bo and 

| after having obtained confirmation of his 

j . country’s position regarding the eventuality 

1 of talks you should know that if the US 

| really wants to talk it is necessary first 

sf to stop without conditions the bombing and all 

f other acts of war against the DRV. I have come 

I to the conclusion, recalling also a previous 

| conversation in the presence of A, that the 

I scenario could be the following: The Government 

I of the United States would send a first message 

| through our channel (K/M-A) announcing 

| unequivocally the unconditional cessation of 

I bombing. Once this has been effectively 

realized, a second message still through our 
channel might suggest the opening of the 
| dialogue at a date and site proposed by you. 

! If you and your friends agree on such a 

| scenario," let Bo know this agreement through 

■v a written message which I will then transmit 

| to Bo. I do not know if what I say is appropris 

I you know this better than I." 

;? M said the last sentence of the message was 

| added when Bo told M to end with something 

j "friendly and conciliatory". Bo told M he woulc 

j stand by to get K’s reaction (Source: Kissinger 

I Read 10/4, 8:30 p.m. telecon) 
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October 8. 1967 - M and A called on Bo at 9:00 a.m. Paris 
time and spent 1% hours with him- As in 
the past Bo was cordial to his visitors 
throughout the meeting <> 

M and A handed the written portion of the 
message from Kissinger to Bo, which Bo read 
closely o M and A then read to Bo Kissinger's 
four "oral points", and Bo wrote them down 
carefully in his own notes. (M and A did 
not leave with Bo the "oral" part of the 
message.) The written message and oral points 
are as follows : 

"M should tell B that K would be authorized 
to deliver to B in writing the following message 
whenever B is prepared to meet with him 
officially or unofficially: 

'The United States Government under- 
stands the position of the Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam to be as follows : 

That upon the cessation by the United 
States of all forms of bombardment of 
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, 
without expression of condition, the 
Democratic Republic of Vietnam would enter 
promptly into productive discussions with 
the United States. The purpose of these 
discussions would be to resolve the issues 
between the United States and the Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam. 

'Assuming the correctness of this 
understanding of the position of the 
Democratic Republic of Vietnam, the 
United States Government is prepared, 
in accordance with its proposal of 
August 25, to transmit in advance to 
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam the 
precise date upon which bombardment of 
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam would 
cease and to suggest a date and a place 
for the commencement of discussions.' 
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"In addition M should convey to B the 
following oral points from K: 

"h K believes that this understanding 
is consistent with B's statements of 
October 4, as reported by M, and with the 

[ proposal of the United States Government 

of August 25. 

| 

| "2. When B meets with K, K would also 

| ’ be prepared to state the precise date on 

| which the cessation of bombardment would occur 

I and to give the suggestions of the United States 

| with respect to the date and site of the dis- 

cussions following the cessation of bombardment, 

% ■ and K would be authorized to receive the views 

?; • of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam with respec 

| to these and other modalities. 

§ "3. K noted that the Democratic Republic 

| of Vietnam had not commented on observations by 

I the United States Government on August 25 with 

| respect to secrecy of the fact of discussions 

| between the Democratic Republic of - Vietnam and 

® the United States Government. 

"4. K observed that officials of the Unitec 
States Government had taken note of a reduction 
of military activities in the vicinity of the 
demilitarized zone. Undoubtedly, the Democratic 
Republic of Vietnam had noted the absence in 
recent weeks of aerial bombardment in the 
immediate vicinity of Hanoi." 

Bo told M to tell Kissinger how much Bo 
appreciated K T s personal efforts. Bo then 
dictated to M and A the following short 
message of acknowledgment to K: 

1 "M and A have passed the note from K to 

1 B. In case B will have a reply to make, 

| he will make it through this channel." 

1 . 

| M suggested that Bo add a sentence saying that 
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Bo was studying the message but Bo refused. 

Bo then said on first reading of the written ; 
note from K, it seemed to him that all that 
appeared after the opening phrase stating 
US willingness *to stop the bombing without 
conditions did in fact constitute conditions. 

In particular B characterized as "conditions" 
the words "prompt”, "productive" and "in 
accordance with the proposal of August 25," 

M and A said that the latter phrase really 
meant that neither side should take advantage 
of a standdown of bombing while US/DRV dis-° 
cuss ions were in process, as stated in the 
August 25 proposal and the President's San 
Antonio speech. In this regard M and A 
mentioned specifically that serious hostilities 
in the DMZ would make productive talks impossible, 
(M and A noted that Bo made no 



r 

- TOP— SECRET /NOD IS /PENNSYLVANIA 

-38- 

rejoinder to the point about the DMZ 
in the oral message from K or when they re- 
ferred to the DMZ at this place in the 
conversation.) 

M asked what Bo's response would be if the 
words "prompt" and "productive" were taken 
out. Bo replied that if this happened he 
would have to refer back to his government 
'before answering <> 

Bo read the third oral point in K's message 
as referring back to the portion of the 
August 25 message which referred to the 
possibility of partial limitations of actions 
against the DRV because of the diMculty 
of keeping discussions secret after bombing 
stopped altogether. Bo said this was 
"clearly unacceptable". 

Bo also referred to the "usual American 

double game" that on September 29 or 30, 

US planes hit a school in Haiphong, killing 
30 children. 

M arid A underscored to B the new features 
in the Kissinger message. (Sources: State 

49772 and Kissinger/Read 10/8 telecon) 

On his own initiative M called on Bo for an 
hour early on the afternoon of October 9, 
1967. M told Bo that K had made three 
principal points in his phone discussions 
with M and A following the latter 1 s .October 8 
meeting with Bo: 

| (1) The message' given to Bo from K 

| . on October 8 had been prepared with great 

I care. It represented an important and 

| detailed suggestion about bringing about 

1 discussions to resolve US/DRV differences 

| following a cessation of bombing. 

1 

| (2) As K's Washington colleagues con- 

| tinued to note, there had been a virtual 
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absence of considered responses from 
Hanoi to US proposals in this channel 
to date. 

(3) K is holding open the possibility 
of coming to Paris next weekend (as A and 
M had urged him to do) but K's decision on 
making the. trip will be influenced by what 
we get back through this channel during 
this week. 

Bo professed surprise that K or M and A saw 
anyting new in the October 8 message, and M 
pointed out to Bo that for the first time 
in the October 8 message the US was offering 
to provide a specific date for the 
cessation of bombingo 

M pressed Bo for an answer to the inquiry 
Bo had informed M and A earlier he was 
sending to Hanoi regarding confirmation of 
the July conversations with Pham Van Dong 
regarding the delay between a stopping of 
the bombing and talks* Bo replied with a 
French idiom which translates as follows: 
"Who does not say ’no', agrees". 

Bo mentioned unidentified French reports 
charging new US air attacks on Hanoi. and 
other reports about the concern on the part 
of the diplomatic community in Hanoi of 
possible strikes against dikes. 

Bo took careful notes of the points made by 
M and said that if K came- to Paris next 
weekend he (Bo) would be available all day 
Saturday and Sunday to see M and A. (Source. 
Kissinger /Read 10/9 telecon) 
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